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and 55 comrades, requesting enactment of House bill 3493; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

8564. Also, petition of American Legion Post, No. 87, Alex-
andria, Minn., with a membership of 135, unanimously
urging that speedy action be taken to secure appropriate
legislation for immediate payment of adjusted-service
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

8565. By Mr. LEAVITT: Petition of residents and tax-
payers of Pondera County, Mont., residing on the Blackfeet
‘Indian Reservation, for the authorization of a sufficient sum
of money for the purpose of building and maintaining a
public highway, beginning at a point on Birch Creek known
as Robare, in Pondera County, Monf., and running thence
northwest to Heart Butte, Mont.; to the Committee on
Appropriations.

8566. By Mr. LUCE: Petition of residents of the thir-
teenth congressional district of Massachusetts, urging the
passage of the bill fo exempt dogs from vivisection in the
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

8567. By Mr. MANSFIELD: Petition of F. J. Hornburg
and other members of the American Legion of Victoria,
Tex., requesting legislation authorizing the immediate pay-
ment of the World War veterans’ adjusted-compensation
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

8568. By Mr. MILLIGAN: Petition and plan for the relief
of unemployment indorsed by the Fraternal Order of Eagles,
Aerie No. 260, Richmond, Mo.; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

8569. By Mr. SANDERS of Texas: Petition of E. T.
Hughes and 48 other citizens of Baird, Tex., for the payment
in full to ex-service men of adjusted-service certificates; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

8570. By Mr. STONE: Petition of Lone Wolf Post, No. 57,
American Legion, Lone Wolf, Okla., urging payment of
adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

8571. By Mr. WAINWRIGHT: Petition of certain citizens
of Westchester County, N. Y., favoring the passage of House
bill 7884 to prohibit experiments on living dogs in the Dis-
trict of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

8572. By Mr. WATSON: Resolution adopted at meeting
of Woman'’s Christian Temperance Union, Newtown, Bucks
County, Pa., favoring the Grant Hudson motion-picture bill,
H. R, 9986; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

8573. By Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia: Petition of
the Dannial Davisson Chapter of the Daughters of the
American Revolution, of Clarksburg, W. Va., urging Con-
gress to take favorable action on the Harris-Box bill and
change same to favor either a restricted immigration bill
with a smaller quota or prohibit immigration for a period
of at least two years; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

8574. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of Amos A. J. Myers Post,
No. 28, Veterans of Foreign Wars, Jeannette, Pa., requesting
favorable consideration of Wright Patman bill to provide
for the immediate payment of the soldiers’ adjusted-com-
pensation certificates; fo the Committee on Ways and
Means.

8575. Also, petition of Fort Ligonier Post, No. 734, Vet-
erans of Foreign Wars, Ligonier, Pa., requesting favorable
consideration of Wright Patman bill 3493 providing for pay-
ment of soldiers’ adjusted-service certificates; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

8576. Also, petition of A. R. Bollinger, commander Post
No. 444, Veterans of Foreign Wars, Derry, Pa., requesting
favorable consideration of Wright Patman bill 3493 provid-
ing for immediate payment of soldiers’ adjusted-service
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

- 8577. Also, petition of American Federation of Labor, urg-
ing adoption of House Joint Resolution 334 providing for
three cleared-channel broadcasting frequencies by the Fed-
eral Radio Commission to Departments of Agriculture, Labor,
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and Interior; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine
and Fisheries. ;

8578. Also, petition of G. B. Rowand, chairman State legis-
lative board, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, in the
State of Pennsylvania, protesting against House bill 14564,
making provision for early completion of authorized and
adopted river and harbor projects; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

8579, Also, petition of the Association of Craft Employees
of the Pittsburgh Division, The Pennsylvania Railroad Co.,
requesting regulation of busses and other forms of trans-
portation, placing them on a basis of fair competition with
the railroads; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

SENATE

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 14, 1931
(Legislative day of Monday, January 5, 1931)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, on the expiration
of the recess.

The VICE PRESIDENT. In legislative session the Senate
will proceed to the consideration of the special order, which
is the bill (S. 4750) to authorize alterations and repairs to
certain naval vessels., First the Chair lays before the Senate
sundry telegrams, and so forth.

DROUGHT RELIEF

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a telegram
from Harry D. Wilson, chairman, etc., of Memphis, Tenn.,
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in
the Recorp, as follows:

[Telegram]
MempHIS, TENN., Jenuary 12, 1931.
The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE:

Agricultural leaders, bankers, and farmers, representing 12
SBouthern States assembled in Memphis, Tenn., deplore and view
with alarm the congressional deadlock over drought-relief meas-
ures, and inasmuch as all feed and food products are completely
exhausted and all available resources tied up in failed banks in
thousands of communities throughout the South, producing a
state of abject poverty which necessitates quick and immediate
alleviation, respectfully memorialize Congress to do everything
humanly possible to expedite the passage of all relief measures
now pending.

Harry D. WiLsoN,
Chairman, President Southern Association
Agricultural Commissioners.
E. C. McInnNis, Secretary.

CHIEF JUSTICE EUGENE S. BLEASE, SUPREME COURT OF SOUTH
CAROLINA

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow-
ing telegram, which was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD:

[Telegram]
CoLumMBIA, 8. C., January 14, 1931.
Vice President CHARLES CURTIS,
Senate Office Building:

My brother, Eugene S. Blease, elected chief justice of Supreme
Court of South Carolina by legislature in joint session to-day by
overwhelming majority.

CoLE. L. BLEASE.

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter
from the Secretary of War reporting, pursuant to law, that
there is on the files of the War Department an accumula-
tion of documents and files of papers which are not needed
nor useful in the transaction of the current business of the
department, have no permanent value or historical interest,
and recommending acfion looking toward their disposition,
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to a
Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of Useless Papers
in the Executive Departments.

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. REEp and Mr.
FLETCHER -members of the committee on the part of the
Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a telegram

from Herbert R. Limburg, chairman of the committee on
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criminal courts and procedure of the New York County
Lawyers' Association, New York, N. Y., indorsing the nomi-
nation of George Z. Medalie for the office of United States
attorney for the southern district of New York, which was
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also laid before the Senate a petition signed by 7,586
citizens of the 48 States of the Union and the District of
Columbia (including 161 bankers and business executives,
98 bishops, 208 university and college presidents, 602 clergy,
285 deans, professors, and teachers, and 100 judges and
lawyers), praying for the prompt ratification of the World
Court protocols, which was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

Mr. COUZENS presented petitions of sundry citizens of
the State of Michigan, praying for the passage of legislation
for the exemption of dogs from vivisection in the District
of Columbia, which were referred to the Commiitee on the
District of Columbia.

Mr. VANDENBERG presented petitions of sundry citizens
of the State of Michigan, praying for the passage of legis-
lation for the exemption of dogs from vivisection in the
District of Columbia, which were referred to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

Mr, HEBERT presented petitions of sundry citizens of the
State of Rhode Island, praying for the passage of legisla-
tion for the exemption of dogs from vivisection in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, which were referred to the Committee on
the District of Columbia. -

Mr. DENEEN presented petitions of sundry citizens of the
State of Illinois, praying for the passage of legislation for
the exemption of dogs from vivisection in the District of
Columbia, which were referred to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts presented petitions numer-
ously signed by sundry citizens of the State of Massachusetts
and of Bath, N. Y., praying for the passage of legislation
for the immediate payment of the adjusted-service certifi-
cates of World War veterans, which were referred to the
Committee on Finance,

Mr. BROOKHART presented a petition of sundry citizens
of Boone, Iowa, praying for the immediate payment in cash
of adjusted-compensation certificates of ex-service men,
which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS

Mr. McNARY. I report back from the Committee on Ap-
priations, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 152566) mak-
ing appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes,
and I submit a report (No. 1268) thereon, which I ask to
have printed and the bill placed on the calendar. I desire
to state that at the very earliest opportunity I shall ask the
Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the
calendar and the report will be printed under the rule.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr. TRAMMELL, from the Committee on Naval Affairs,
to which was referred the bill (S. 4821) authorizing the
Secretary of the Navy in his discretion, upon request from
the Governor of the State of Florida, to deliver to such
governor as custodian for such State the silver service pre-
sented to the United States for the U. S. 8. Florida, now out
of commission, reported it without amendment and sub-
mitted a report (No. 1269) thereon.

Mr. BROOKHART, from the Committee on Claims, to
which was referred the bill (S. 3831) for the relief of Georgia
A. Muirhead, reported it without amendment and submitted
a report (No. 1270) thereon.

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (8. 2296) for the relief of Nellie McMullen,
reported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No.
1271) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, fo which was referred
the bill (S. 4489) for the relief of the heirs of Harris Smith,
reported it with amendments and submitted a report (No.
1272) thereon.
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred
the bill (S. 41056) for the relief of the estate of White B.
Miller, reported it without amendment and submitted a
report (No. 1273) thereon.

Mr. HOWELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which
were referred the following bills, reported them severally
with an amendment and submitted reports thereon:

S.1244. An act for the relief of Capt. Christian Damson|
(Rept. No. 1275) ; and

S.3144. An act for the relief of J. D. Stewart (Rept. No.
1276).

Mr. HOWELL also, from the Committee on Claims, fo
which was referred the bill (S. 4120) for the relief of Mc-
Ilwraith McEacharn's Line, Proprietary (Ltd.), reported it
with amendments and submitted a report (No. 1277) thereon.,

Mr. HOWELL also, from the Committee on Claims, to
which were referred the following bills, reported them sev-.
erally without amendment and submitted reports thereon:

S.2008. An act for the relief of National Ben Franklin
Fire Insurance Co. (Rept. No. 1278) ;

S.4509. An act for the relief of Thomas G. Hayes (Rept.
No. 1279) ;

286 4510. An act for the relief of H. E. Hurley (Rept. No..
12800 ;

S.4675. An act for the relief of the Seward City Mills
(Inc.) (Rept. No. 1281);

S.4676. An act for the relief of the estate of Thomas
Bird, deceased (Rept. No. 1282) ;

S.4677. An act for the relief of Dr. B. T. Williamson, of
Greenwood, Miss. (Rept. No. 1283);

S.5193. An act for the relief of Mildred N. O’Lone (Rept.
No. 1284);

S.5194. An act for the relief of the Sun Shipbuilding &
Dry Dock Co. (Rept. No. 1285) ;

S.5195. An act for the relief of Howard Dimick (Rept.
No. 1286) ;

S.5196. An act for the relief of the B. & O. Manufac-
turing Co. (Rept. No. 1287);

5. 5197. An act for the relief of the David Gordon Building
& Construction Co. (Rept. No. 1288) ;

$S.5198. An act for the relief of T. Morris White (Rept.
No. 1289) ;

S.5199. An act for the relief of Leslie W. Morse (Rept.
No. 1290) ;

8.5200. An act for the relief of the National Dry Dock
& Repair Co. (Inc.) (Rept. No. 1291); and

S.5201. An act for the relief of C O. Smith (Rept. No.,
1292).

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Territories and
Insular Affairs, to which were referred the following bills
and joint resolution, reported them severally without amend-
ment and submitted reports thereon:

S.2832. An act to amend section 319 of the act entitled
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of the
United States,” approved March 4, 1909 (Rept. No. 1274) ;

5. 3463. An act to extend the admirally laws of the United
States of America to the Virgin Islands (Rept. No. 1293) ;

S.5138. An act to amend the organic act of Porto Rico,
approved March 2, 1917 (Rept. No. 1294) ;

S.5139. An act to extend the provzsions of certain laws‘
relating to vocational education and civilian rehabilitation,
to Porto Rico (Rept. No. 1295) ; |

S.5285. An act to amend the organic act of Porto 1-?,1-::1:;.l
approved March 2, 1917 (Rept. No. 1296) ; |

S.5416. An act to provide for the filling of certain va-
cancies in the Senate and House of Representatives of Porto
Rico (Rept. No. 1297) ; and

S. J. Res. 132. Joint resolution extending the provisions of
sections 1, 2, 6, and 7 of the act of Congress entitled “An
act to provide for the protection of forest lands, for the
reforestation of denuded areas, for the extension of national
forests, and for other purposes, in order to promote the
continuous production of timber on lands chiefly suitable,
therefor,” to Porto Rico (Rept. No. 1298).

Mr. PHIPPS, from the Committee on Irrigation and Rec~!
lamation, to which was referred the bill (S. 5245) for t.hat
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relief of the Uncompahgre reclamation project, Colorado,
reported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No.
1299) thereon.

REPORT OF POSTAL NOMINATIONS

As in executive session,

Mr. PHIPPS, from the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads, reported sundry post-office nominations, which
were placed on the Executive Calendar.

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unani-
mous consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. MOSES:

A bill (8. 5688) granting the consent of Congress to the
State of New Hampshire to construct, maintain, and oper-
ate a toll bridge or dike across Little Bay at or near Fox
Point (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Commerce.

By Mr. NYE:

A bill (S. 5689) for the relief of Grina Bros.; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts:

A bill (8. 5690) for the relief of Edmund Glover Evans; to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. NORRIS:

A bill (S. 5691) granting a pension to Mary H. Rodgers;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. McNARY:

A bill (S. 5692) granting an increase of pension to Mar-
garet Cole (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (S. 5693) granting a pension to Alice Rollow (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. PATTERSON:

A bill (S. 5694) granting a pension to Wi].lfv; S. George;

A Dbill (8. 5695) granting a pension to Lula Rogers;

A bill (S. 5696) granting a pension to Rilla M. Hatfleld
(with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (S. 5697) granting a pension to John M. Myers
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. CUTTING:

A bill (S. 5698) granting a pension to Frank E. Crane
(with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (S. 5699) granting a pension to Elmer Gilbert (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (S. 5700) granting a pension to Margarito Barela
(with accompanying papers) ;

A hill (8. 5701) granting a pension to Jefferson D. Keith
(with agcompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 5702) granting a pension to Carrie Belle Luther
(with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 5703) granting a pension fo Thomas J. Wells
(with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 5704) granting a pension to Archibald H. Dixon
(with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 5705) granting a pension to Jose de la Luz
Mirabal (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 5706) granting a pension to Ysidro Garcia (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 5707) granting a pension to Trenidad Ortiz de
‘Tucker (with accompanying papers); and

A bill (S. 5708) granting a pension to Amanda J. Brooke
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 5709) for the relief of John Stratis (with ac-
companying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 5710) granting compensation to Reuben R.
Hunter; to the Committee on Claims.

A bill (S. 5711) granting compensation to Mary Griffin
(with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 5712) granting compensation to Farrel E. Ply-
mate; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. DILI::

A bill (S. 5713) granting a pension to Robert Page; and

A bill (8, 5714) granting an increase of pension to Mildred
A. Clough; to the Committee on Pensions. \
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By Mr. REED:

A bill (S. 5715) to authorize the attendance of personnel
and animals of the Regular Army as participants in the
Tenth Olympic Games; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (S. 5716) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of
Claims of the United States to hear, consider, and render
judgment on the claims of George A. Carden and Anderson
T. Herd against the United States in respect of certain ships
taken during the World War by the United States; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. THOMAS of Idaho:

A bill (8. 5717) to authorize exchanges of land with own-
ers of private-land holdings within the craters of the Moon
National Monument; to the Committee on Public Lands and
Surveys.

By Mr. SCHALL:

A bill (8. 5718) for the retirement of employees of the
Panama Canal and the Panama Railroad Co., on the Isthmus
of Panama, who are citizens of the United States; to the
Committee on Interoceanic Canals,

By Mr. CAPPER:

A bill (8. 5719) to amend certain sections of the Code of
Law for the District of Columbia, approved March 3, 1901,
as amended, relating to descent and distribution; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. JOHNSON:

A bill (8. 5720) granting an increase of pension to Amy E.
Edwards; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr, STEPHENS:

A bill (8. 5721) for the relief of E. E. Carroll; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

A bill (8. 5722) granting the consent of Congress to the
State Highway Commission and the Board of Supervisors of
Itawamba County, Miss., to construct a bridge across Tom-
bigbee River at or near Fulton, Miss.; to the Committee on
Commerce.

By Mr. BROOKHART:

A bill (8. 5723) granting a pension to Christ O. Severeide
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FESS:

A bill (8. 5724) authorizing the George Washington Bi-
centennial Commission to print and distribute additional
sets of the writings of George Washington; to the Committee
on the Library.

AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA TRAFFIC ACTS

Mr. KEAN submitted an amendment in the nature of a
substitute intended to be proposed by him to the bill (S.
5249) to amend the acts of Congress approved March 3, 1925,
and July 3, 1926, known as the Distriect of Columbia traffic
acts, and for other purposes, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed.

AMENDMENT TO AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. JOHNSON submitted an amendment proposing to
increase the appropriation for soil-erosion investigations
from $280,000 to $380,000, intended to be proposed by him
to House bill 15256, the Agricultural Department appropria-
tion bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

AMENDMENT TO WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL—OLD FORT
NIAGARA, N, Y.

Mr. COPELAND submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to House bill 15593, the War Department
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed, as follows:

On page 69, between lines 11 and 12, insert the following:

“0Old Fort Niagara, N. Y.: For the completion of repair, res-
toration, and rehabilitation of the French castle, the French:
powder magazine, the French storehouse, the early American hot-
shot oven and battery emplacements and gun mounts, the case-
ments of 1861, and the outer French breastworks, and for the
repair and building of roadways and the improvement of grounds

at Old Fort Niagara, N. Y., §70,000, to be expended by the Secretary
of War.”

CALL OF THE ROLL
Mr. JONES obtained the floor.
Mr. BRATTON. Mr, President, I suggest the absence of
& quorum,
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names: :
Ashurst Fletcher Eeyes Shipstead

Barkley Frazier King Shortridge
Bingham George La Follette Simmons
Black Gillett McGHL Bmith

Blaine Glass McEellar Bmoot
Borah Glenn McMaster Bteiwer
Bratton Goff McNary Stephens
Brock Goldsborough Metcalf Bwanson
Brookhart Gould Morrison Thomas, Idaho
Broussard Hale Morrow Thomas, Okla.
Bulkley Harris Moses Townsend
Capper Harrison Norbeck Trammell
Caraway Hastings Norris Tydings
Carey Hatfield Nye Vandenberg
Connally Hawes Oddie Wagner
Copeland Hayden Partridge Walcott
Couzens Hebert Patterson Walsh, Mass,
Cutting Heflin Phipps Walsh, Mont.
Dale Howell Pine Waterman
Davis Johnson Reed Watson
Deneen Jones Robinson, Ark. Wheeler

Dil Eean Robinson, Ind. Williamson
Fess Kendrick Sheppard

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety-one Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present.

MODERNIZATION OF CERTAIN BATTLESHIPS

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I wish to submit a report of
the committee of conference on House Joint Resolution 447.
I find that under the unanimous-consent agreement which
has been entered into for a special order I can not have the
conference report considered except by unanimous consent.
So I ask unanimous consent that the Senate may proceed
to the consideration of the conference report.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I would modify the pend-
ing unanimous-consent agreement by another unanimous-
consent agreement. I ask that the consideration of the bill
(8. 4750) to authorize alterations and repairs to certain naval
vessels be temporarily laid aside until to-morrow without
prejudice, because I understand no Senator wants to speak
on it to-day.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. NORRIS. The Chair has one unanimous-consent
request pending, that of the Senator from Washington. I
think that ought to be acted on first.

Mr., SWANSON. My proposal was that it be modified.
The agreement under which we are now proceeding provides
that the bill relating to the modernization of battleships
can be laid aside only by unanimous consent. I propose to
modify the request of the Senator from Washington by
providing that the naval bill shall be temporarily laid aside
to-day without prejudice.

Mr. NORRIS. It seems to me to be the duty of the Chair
first to submit the request of the Senator from Washington.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I do not understand that
the Senator from Washington desires to displace or rescind
the unanimous-consent agreement relating to the moderni-
zation of battleships.

Mr. JONES. No; I do not.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Then I suggest to him that
he modify his request so as to make that clear.

Mr. JONES. I thought I did make it clear. I stated that
I could not have the conference report considered except
under the agreement under which we are now proceeding,
and I asked unanimous consent that I might present the
conference report for consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would hold that if
unanimous consent is given to the request of the Senator
from Washington the naval bill is only temporarily laid aside
and following a demand for the regular order upon request
the naval bill would again be laid before the Senate.

Mr. SWANSON. I propose to modify the unanimous-con-
sent agreement by requesting that the naval bill, S. 4750, be
temporarily laid aside for to-day.

Mr. NORRIS. I think the Senator from Washington has
pursued the proper course. I have no objection to his re-
quest. I think we ought to take up what he asks us to take
up; and if it is taken up, to that extent the consideration of
the conference report will, of course, modify the unanimous-
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consent agreement. The unanimous-consent agreement
itself provides for such a modification, It seems to me he is
following the unanimous-consent agreement strictly. I am
not in favor of agreeing to a unanimous consent that will -
lay aside the other unanimous-consent agreement until a
particular time. That is a violation of the unanimous-con-
sent agreement itself.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a suggestion?

Mr. NORRIS. I yield.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator from Virginia
stated that he was informed that no Senator desires to speak
on the special order to-day, and, as I think the Senator from
Nebraska is informed, it is necessary at a certain hour to-
day for the Senator from Virginia to retire from the
Chamber.

Mr, NORRIS. My suggestion will not interfere with it.
Suppose we get through with the conference report in five
minutes. If the unanimous-consent agreement asked by the
Senator from Virginia is entered into, even if it were in
order, which I doubt very much, because we have a specific
agreement to vote at a particular hour on the pending
proposition, it would require a roll call and other formalities
to lay it aside.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The proposed procedure
does not change the order for a vote. It does not affect it
at all, if I may point that out to the Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. NORRIS. Even if that be true, why not go on, if there
is no objection—and I hope there will be none to the
request of the Senator from Washington—and take up the
conference report? That is provided for in the unanimous-
consent agreement itself, and that will take care of the
sitfuation.

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator from Washington will
permit me, the agreement provides that the naval bill shall
not be laid aside temporarily except by unanimous consent.
All T have asked the Senator from Washington to do is to
include in any unanimous-consent request to proceed with
the conference report a provision that the previous order
shall be temporarily laid aside. That is all I ask, and I do
that in pursuance of the unanimous-consent agreement
itself.

Mr. NORRIS. There is no such language in the unani-
mous-consent agreement.

Mr. SWANSON. Let the Senator read it.

Mr. NORRIS. I read it:

And that except by unanimous consent it shall continue before
the Senate—

And so forth.

Now, the Senator from Washington asks to take up for
consideration a conference report. If that is done, the con-
ference report autcmatically comes before the Senate——

Mr. SWANSON. And possibly may displace the unani-
mous-consent agreement, unless it shall be temporarily laid
aside.

Mr. NORRIS. No; it would not.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would hold that it
would not displace the unanimous-consent agreement.

Mr. SWANSON. I have no objection, if it is distinctly
understood by the Senate that the granting of the request of
the Senator from Washington will not interfere with the
unanimous-consent agreement heretofore entered into.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Washington that the Senate consider
the conference report on the drought relief joint resolution?
The Chair hears none.

RELIEF OF FARMERS IN THE DROUGHT AND STORM AREAS

Mr. JONES. I submit a conference report and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The report was read as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 447) making an appropriation
to carry out the provisions of the public resolution entitled
“ Joint resolution for the relief of farmers in the drought
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and/or storm stricken areas of the United States,” approved
December 20, 1930, having met, after full and free confer-
ence have been unable to agree.
: W. L. JoNES,
REeED SmoorT,
‘Ww. J. Harr1s,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
WirL R. Woob,
Lewis C. CRAMTON,
Epwarp H. Wason,
Josgra W. BYRNS,
J. P. BUCHANAN,
Managers on the part of the House.,

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the report is simply one of
disagreement. I ask that it may be adopted, and then I
shall have another motion to make.

Mr. NORRIS. So that we may understand it——

Mr. JONES. The report is one of complete disagreement.

Mr. NORRIS. If it shall be adopted, then there will be
nothing before the Senate.

Mr. JONES. If the report shall be adopted, I expect to
make a motion with reference to the amendments.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, before that is done I
should like to speak on the question.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wash-
ington yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. CARAWAY. I am not asking the Senator to yield. I
want the floor in my own right. I am objecting to the adop-
tion of the report. Senators have a right to be heard on
that question. The Senator from Washington, as I under-
stood, asked that the report be adopted, and I want to be
recognized before that is done.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has a right to be
heard on that question.

Mr. JONES. Let me say to the Senate that this confer-
ence report is one of complete disagreement. The House
and the Senate conferees could not agree upon either of the
two amendments which were pending before them. If the
Senate shall adopt this conference report, then the question
will come up as to what further action the Senate shall take,
whether it shall ask for a further conference or whether it
shall recede from the two amendments. Therefore I take
it that any discussion the Senate may desire to engage in
really would be in order on that proposition. The adoption
of the conference report, of course, will not foreclose any
Senator from discussing the merits of the amendments
which are in disagreement. So I thought, under the cir-
cumstances, that the conference report might be adopted,
and then the question will come before the Senate as to what
shall be done.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I ask that the conference
report may be read. I am somewhat in doubt as to whether
or not the procedure suggested is proper.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read
the report. ;

: The Chief Clerk read as follows:

" The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the
House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 447) making an appropri-
ation to carry out the provisions of the public resolution
entitled “ Joint resolution for the relief of farmers in the
drought and/or storm stricken areas of the United States,”
approved December 20, 1930, having met, after full and free
conference have been unable to agree.
‘W L. JoNES,
REeep Smoor,
W J. HARRIS,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
WiLL. R. Woob,
Lovis C. CRAMTON,
Epwarp H. WasoON,
JosepH W. BYRNS,
J. P. BUCHANAN,
Managers on the part of the House.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing on
the conference report.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I shall take but a few
moments. Two amendments were adopted by the Senate.
One was offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Brackl
directing the Secretary of Agriculture and his agents not
to exclude from the relief provisions of the bill those who
live outside of certain designated areas which the depart-
ment seemed inclined to set up. As I understand, the Secre-
tary of Agriculture was proceeding to say that people living
within certain counties might be permitted to avail them-
selves of the provisions of the drought relief act, but those
living in an adjoining county, for instance, would be denied
the right to participate in the benefits, if there should be
any.

The second amendment, providing that $15,000,000 may be
loaned to farmers in the drought and storm stricken areas
of the country is, however, the real bone of contention in
connection with the bill, Certain influences held it up for
quite a while in the other body until they could make sure
that they could prevent its adoption. The House never per-
mitted a vote directly upon the amendment. There seems
to be a new rule in that body providing that measures shall
be sent to conference either by unanimous consent or by a
special rule, so that the individual Members of the House
may escape responsibility for having voted either for or
against a given proposition. With that, however, I am not
now concerning myself,

When this bill came back from the House with a request
for a conference, I asked the Senator from Washington, in
charge of the conference committee on the part of the Sen-
ate [Mr. Jones], if he would permit me to have four or
five minutes when the conferees met, as there was some in-
formation which I wanted to convey which I thought pos-
sibly, even as hostile as I knew the conferees to be to the
proposition, might move them to afford some relief. The
chairman of the conference committee refused to grant me
that request.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me
for just a moment?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas
yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield.

Mr. JONES. I did not refuse the Senator’s request. I
stated to him, however, the attitude that especially the
House conferees had taken heretofore. They have not
favored having Senators or anyone else from the outside
come before conference committees. Personally I should
have been glad to have the Senator come before the confer-
ence committee, but I knew of that attitude, because it was
evident at the last session of Congress on two or three differ-
ent occasions when similar requests were made.

Mr. CARAWAY., Will the Senator, please, tell me what
conference committee ever refused the privilege to a member
of one body or the other, who was interested in the matter
in conference and was the author of the amendment in dis-
pute, to make a statement before the conferees?

Mr. JONES. Oh, yes.

Mr. CARAWAY. Which one was it?

Mr. JONES. I can not name the particular conference
committee, but I know——

Mr. CARAWAY. Which member of the House conference
committee fook that position in this instance?

Mr. JONES. I would not mention the name of any par-
ticular Member of the House.

Mr. CARAWAY. Very well.

Mr. JONES. That was my attitude, however.

Mr, CARAWAY. I understood the Senator’s attitude per-
fectly well.

Mr. JONES. Well, the Senator did not state it correctly
in his remarks a moment ago.

Mr. CARAWAY. I repeated just exactly what the Senator
said to me. I asked him if I might have four or five min-
utes, and he said the House Members objected to it, I asked
him if he were not chairman of that conference committee,
and he said yes. I said, “ Then, have you not some right to
accord me an opportunity to be heard? ” He said, “ That is
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the situation.” That is what occurred, and every living soul
knows exactly what it meant. Certainly I do, and everybody
else does. I have known professional lobbyists to be per-
mitted to appear before conference committees. But, Mr.
President, I am not fixing to quarrel with the Senator from
Washington, nor am I fixing to retract any statement I have
made about it. I merely want the facts to be known. The
Senator from Washington is responsible for his conduct, and
I shall be responsible for mine.

There has not been a piece of legislation before this Con-
gress that has been the object of so much hostile propa-
ganda, so many utterly unestablished assertions as that now
pending. Three Members of the House, whose names I shall
not mention because everybody knows them, declared that
they saw a great “red” propaganda because hungry chil-
dren wanted to eat. I know, Mr. President, that they knew
that statement was not true, and everybody who heard it
knew it was not frue. :

Mr. Payne, the head of the Red Cross, was before the Com-
mittee on Appropriations the other day and took particular
pains to deny certain statements I had made. He asserted
that the Red Cross was in position to take care of the situa-
tion and was doing so. Yet Mr. Payne said last night that
the greatest emergency that ever faced this country in time
of peace was confronting it now; that the greatest sum the
Red Cross ever raised for peace-time relief was imperatively
demanded now; that more than 400,000 people in 21 States
had already applied for relief and that number was being
augmented daily.

I said, Mr. President, when Mr. Payne made his statement
before the committee that he did not have any information
touching the matter about which he undertook to enlighten
the committee. In less than a week he admits that he
had no information about it, because, diametrically opposite
to what he said before the committee, is what he said to
the President of the United States and what last night he
said to the American public.” I am not going to take the
time to quarrel with him; I have had for him a very high
regard. I will, however, quote just a portion of his lan-
guage:

The situation in 21 States forms the greatest peace-time emer-
gency in history.

And he goes into detail. The statement has been pub-
lished in all the newspapers, and I shall not take the time
of the Senate to review it.

Mr. President, I presume every Member of the Senate has
received, as I have received, lefters from many people in
many different States setting forth the situation. Such let-
ters have come to me, as T am sure they have come to you,
Mr. President. They have come from people who have no
selfish interest to serve, who will not be benefited by the
passage of this measure; they have come from bankers and
lawyers and business men, officials of the various counties
and States, and there is but one story they tell.

The Chicago Tribune is a great newspaper, but one that
never has been friendly to the South and never will be, I
presume. It discusses this situation. It talks about a bread
line in some of these drought-afflicted areas, and the relief
that the people are being granted. Heads of families have
been given from $1.50 to $3 for two weeks. If a family has
five members, they get $3 for two weeks; and it says that
in the public schools children in the lowest grades even now
are forming in soup lines in order to get enough to eat, to
live.

Again I want to say that I think the Chicago Tribune is
one of the world's greatest newspapers. I shall not read the
entire article. I know that it is not overpainting the pic-
ture. It thinks it is so necessary that the public should know
the situation that it puts its story on the first page, in the
first column, under big headlines, and calls attention to the
facts. No one can believe, the present administration can
have no occasion to believe, that that picture is overdrawn;
and everyone realizes—you can vote as you please, but you
know—that people can not live on a dollar a month or a
dollar a week, and that a family of five can not live on a
dollar and a half a week.
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If we are going to let them starve, why, Mr. President, I
think we would just as well withdraw all relief at once.
There is not any use to tortue humanity by giving them a
bite to-day and a bite to-morrow so as to prolong their
agony.

These people, despite whatever one or two who are utterly
reckless in their statements may say, are not agitators. In
my State, less than one-fourth of 1 per cent are foreign
born. They are of native American stock. Most of them
would be eligible to be Sons of the American Revolution or
Daughters of the Americgn Revolution. They have met
every emergency so far as lay within their power when dis-
tress came to this country or when danger came to it.

I am not stopping to eulogize my State; but when there
was a call by the same man who is now President of the
United States that people should forego certain rights in
order that soldiers might eat, the State that I represent gave
up more than any other State in the Union according to its
ability to serve this purpose. It has a distinguished-service
certificate for having given up a greater proportion of its
sugar and flour rations than any other State in the Union;
and, strange to say, it furnished more soldiers, according
to the number of people who lived in it and were eligible for
military service, I think—and I am not saying this to
depreciate other States—than any other State in the Union.
They took, without complaining, the most difficult réle for
an enlisted man to serve in in this great war. They became
replacement troops everywhere, Wherever the shock of
battle had depleted the regiments in the Regular or in the
emergency Army, they stood ready to step into the places
of those who had fallen and offer their lives in defense of
their country.

In my own county, when the American Army checked the
German advance at Chateau-Thierry in June, 1918, and
again stood in front of it and turned it back on the 18th day
of July of that year, 27 boys—every blessed one of them the
son of some farmer family in that county—laid down their
lives. When General Pershing was making up his list of the °
100 most distinguished enlisted men in the last war, the
fourth on that list was a barefooted boy who lived on a
farm that I owned in Arkansas. I am sure that he had
never been farther away from his commanity than the capi-
tal of his State. As I have just said, they did not own the
land upon which they earned a living. They were just
straightforward, honest farmer people. He went to France,
and the record of his achievements and his heroism is writ-
ten in the records of the War Department; and particular
attention was called to it by General Pershing in his report,
as I said, when he selected the 100 most distinguished en-
listed men. This boy got nothing for that. His health was
broken. He made application for relief, and died a pauper
in the hospital at Memphis; and then the department said
he was entitled to adjusted compensation.

They brought him back home and buried him. His neigh-
bors, no better off than he, raised a fund and sent to Italy
and had a figure of him carved in marble, and it stands on
the roadside, and a highway has been named for him; but
it all came after he was dead, Mr. President. Sooner or
later, I presume, some kind of recognition of these women
and children who are starving now, some recognition_of
their worth as American citizens, will be accorded them; but
it will be too late.

I have in my pocket a letter from the president, Dr. Thad
Cothen, of the medical society of my home county; and I
want to read one paragraph from it. I could read it all
with advantage, but I will read one. He says:

A pathetic incident took place in my office this morning.

Let me pause here a minute to say that the man who
wrote this letter had a substantial and a profitable practice
when war came. He laid it aside, put on.his country’s uni-
form, went to France, and under shell fire stood ready to
relieve the wounded and care for those who were stricken
upon the battlefield, and was decorated for his courage and
his unselfish service. He came back home and undertook
to reestablish his practice, and I presume has done so; but he
writes this letter:
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A pathetic incident took place in my office this . An
elderly man living near the city here came in the office with his
7-year-old son. The child was very sick, very pale, and anzmic.
The father had an order from the Red Cross for $2 worth of
groceries, and he hed worked on the city streets here two days
for this order. This child’s illness was one brought on by poor
and indigestible food which they had been forced to eat. We gave
the child such treatment as was indicated, and, of course, had to
furnish the medicine. The father stated that he did not know
when he could ever get employment or any means with which
to pay me; but that did not keep the child from needing this
attention which we gave him. We doctors in this part of the
State are all busy, and incidents like this occur to us daily.

Mr. President, recently there was held here a greal con-
vention, and there is appearing in the Cosmopolitan Maga-
zine a eulogistic story of the President of the United States.
In the last issue there is a long line of his pictures across
two pages of the magazine, every one of them professing to
portray the President’s features as he said something about
caring for children, posing as the defender and the advo-
cate of giving the coming generation a chance to grow up
better than the present generation, and yet, Mr. President,
refusing to allow the children in 21 States of this Union to
have enough food to keep life in their bodies, much less to
permit of a healthful, normal development of American
childhood.

This is the situation, Mr. President. It does not rest upon
my testimony. It comes now from the President of the
United States. It comes from John Barton Payne, the
chairman of the Red Cross. It comes from respectable and
highly respected and thoroughly credible papers like the
Chicago Daily Tribune, like the Sun of Baltimore, and in-
numerable papers throughout the United States. I am not
asking you to fake the testimony of a single man or woman
who would be relieved by what is proposed. X

Now, candidly, I want to ask this question: I shall have
lost some faith in humanity and some faith in the Congress
of the United States and the President of the United States
if this is true: Knowing the situation that has developed,
the greatest calamity in peace time in the history of this
country; knowing that thousands and thousands of Amer-
ican men and women and children are suffering, that they
are becoming the prey of disease, that their lives must be
paid as a forfeit far our mneglect, that if they escape they
shall do so with children deprived of the nourishment that
would make them strong and healthy mentally and physi-
cally, but on the other hand will make them mental and
physical weaklings, are we willing that these things shall
happen because we are unwilling to extend to them
$15,000,000?

We can clip that amount off an appropriation bill any-
where. Here is a bill—and I am not fighting it—appro-
priating $30,000,000, to be made available at once, to recon-
dition three battleships; and every man who sifs in the Sen-
ate Chamber knows that they will never fire a hostile shot
during the time they float on the sea. Here is $100,000,000
being appropriated to build magnificent public buildings in
the District of Columbia. Here is eighty-odd million dol-
lars being asked to increase the salaries of people who now,
I will not say are adequately paid, but at least are com-
fortable. Here was $126,000,000 turned back to rich cor-
porations for overpayment of taxes alleged to have taken
place 10 or 12 years ago. Day before yesterday, Mr. Pres-
ident, and recorded yesterday, there was turned back to the
estate of one man more money than this measure asks.

Let us concede that all those things are right and proper;
but if we have the money to do all these things, we have
the money to keep American citizens from starving. Why,
God bless your souls, they are not beggars. They are just
as good people as any man who sits in the Senate of the
United States. They are just as worthy of protection as
the man who sits at the other end of the Avenue and for
a little time is the President of the United States. Why,
God bless you, the children that are forming a ragged bread
line in the public schools, to try to get enough to eat to
keep from starving, are just as much human beings, just
as good American citizens, as are the grandchildren of the
President of the United States who had eight Christmas
trees on Christmas Day. These children did not have one,
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and they are not complaining about that. They are not,
asking for a luxury like that. God bless their little hearts!

If they can just eat, if they can just have enough clothes
to keep them from freezing, they are not complaining. But,
in the name of God and in the name of humanity, I want to.
ask, is it possible, is it possible; have we become such a
hardened race of people that we, to save a few dollars of
taxes, are willing not only to doom a million American people
to suffering, to a winter of hunger and cold and rags and
scant rations, but to send many of them to their graves and
leave others hopeless cripples to struggle with the years to
come? Are we willing to do it? I shall believe that we
are not. I shall hope that we are not.

I want to say again, we relieved suffering in Europe, and
we thought that we deserved well of Europe because we did
so. I stood here and defended an appropriation of $25,000,-
000 to go to Russia, though I was never in Russia and never
expect to be. We were not thinking of any in that country
that might owe allegiance fo the flag of the United States;
but the people were starving, they were human beings, and
it was thought that we would be inhuman if out of the full-/
ness of our plenty we did not supply those people with some-
thing to eat.

Going back to 1848, we all know that a famine fell upon
that little island just off the coast of England called Ireland,
when the potato crop failed. People in the United States
raised sufficient funds to keep the people there from starv-
ing, and from that day to this, for nearly a century, Ireland
has blessed the United States for her generosity. Such
actions do not die. When people come to the relief of others
in time of great want, the feeling of gratitude lives on; it
survives the ages. Likewise I take it for granted that if a
government will deny to its own people the right to live, the
right to keep from suffering, the right to preserve the lives
of their children, the people are not going to feel wholly
grateful for that neglect.

I do not know what animus’is back of this failure to take
action. I can not understand it. Feeding the hungry by the
Federal Government is not a new proposition. Take the
great imperial Commonwealth of Massachusetts. I am
proud of it. It is a Commonwealth which has added much
to the resources and to the learning and the culture of this
country of ours. I take pride in its achievements and in the
reputation of its citizens. When I first became a Member
of the House of Representatives, Salem, Mass., was swept by
a disastrous fire. I remember that Mr. Gardner, who is dead
now, a patriotic Representative from that State, offered a
resolution for the appropriation of $200,000 out of the Treas-
ury of the United States to take care of that emergency.
That resolution passed both Houses without an objection.
Not a single man raised his voice in opposition to it. The
Democratic Party was in control of the Government at that
time, and one of the greatest men who ever was President
of these United States sat at the other end of the Avenue,
Woodrow Wilson. He signed the resolution. Every Demo-
crat and every Republican in both Houses voted for if, and
we were glad to do it. I am glad that no American in either
House raised his voice against supplying the necessities of
life to suffering humanity on that occasion.

When San Francisco was rocked by an earthquake we
appropriated money to take care of the emergency. Sena-
tors are familiar with the history of that catastrophe. This
is no new experience.

In the name of common sense, when did the life of a mule
become sacred and that of a child of no account? Nobody is
objecting to giving $45,000,000 to take care of livestock. The
objection comes when we want to feed human beings. I am
curious to know when it became the policy of this Govern-
ment to say that its citizenship is of no account but that its
livestock must be cared for.

I presume this provision for the $15,000,000 will go out of
the measure. We who believe that this Government is a
humane government, we who believe that the resources of
this country are dedicated to the comfort and the protection
of the American people, and to sustaining their lives, purpose
offering the amendment to the deficiency appropriation bill.
The amendment has passed the Senate at this session of
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Congress and, therefore, would not be subject to a point of
order.

As I said before, if there is a man who takes pride in
saying, “I object to human beings being fed, I gloat over
the suffering of men and women, I take pleasure in know-
ing that to-night barefooted, hungry children will cry for
bread and not get it "—if there is such a man in the Senate,

I wish he would stand up. If anyone feels that way about
it, I wish he would stand up and record himself on the side
of those who think that it is a credif to a great government
like ours to make its citizens suffer and to make children
sleepless, and hungry, and ragged, and cold. If anyone
gets any pride or pleasure in such a feeling, I should like
to have him record himself on that side of this question.

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, there are two amendments
on this bill which are subjects of controversy, and one of
them has not been explained to the Senate. I do not be-
lieve there is a Senator on either side of the Chamber who
would justify to the slightest extent turning down the other
amendment, which has not been discussed. The amendment
of the Senator from Arkansas provided $15,000,000 for loans
for food. The amendment which I offered is of a different
nature, The amendment I offered would require the Secre-
tary of Agriculfure to extend the relief to any person in
any drought-stricken area who has been injured by the
drought.

As it is now written, and as it is now construed, the Sec-
retary of Agriculture takes the position that he can award
the benefits of this bill to a drought-stricken farmer in
one county, but will decline to award the benefits of the
bill to a drought-stricken farmer in an adjoining county.
In other words, the Secretary of Agriculture takes the
position and says that in some of the States he will award
relief under the administration of this measure, to the farm-
ers in part of the counties who are suffering from the
drought, but will decline to award the relief to farmers in
other counties who are suffering from the drought.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. BLACK. I yield.

Mr. BRATTON. I am interested in the statement now
being made by the Senator from Alabama, because it con-
flicts with my understanding of a statement made by the
Secretary of Agriculfure when he appeared recently before
the Senate Committee on Appropriations, it being my dis-
tinct memory that I asked the Secretary at that time
whether relief under this bill would be confined to any
particular area, to which he replied by saying no, that
although the department had made a rather thorough sur-
vey of the drought-stricken areas and had rather definitely
in mind the areas of the country to be served under the
bill, the department would not confine relief to those areas
but would consider applications coming from any section
of the country.

Mr. BLACK. I will read to the Senator, in answer to his
question, the information which I have in my hand, which
has been issued by the Department of Agriculture touching
the loans.

Mr. BRATTON. I wish the Senator would do that, be-
cause I asked the Secretary the direct question, having the
particular thought in mind, and I thought I understood him
on the subject.

Mr. BLACK. I will state to the Senator that I raised this
exact question before the Commitiee on Agriculture and
suggested that the bill might be so amended as to prevent
exactly the situation which I have outlined. The committee
unanimously took the position that the Secretary of Agri-
culture under the bill would have no authority to deny relief
to a drought sufferer in any county if he had suffered from
the drought. Doctor Warburton, who appeared, indicated
that such was his view.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield
to me?

Mr. BLACK. I yield.

Mr. FLETCHER. When the resolution was reported to
the Senate I asked the chairman of the Committee on Agri-
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culture the specific question whether or not the legislation
was to take care of any case, and he said that was the
understanding.

Mr. BLACK. I might state to the Senator that the chair-
man of the Senate Committee on Agriculture, who I am
sorry to note is out of the Chamber at the moment, stated
to me that that was his understanding, and he was for
the amendment which I offered. He stated so on the floor.

Now I would like to read the regulations which have been
issued by the Department of Agriculture to govern the
loans.

Loans will be made in practically all counties in the States of
Virginia, West Virginia, Kentucky, and Arkansas, which States
were wholly within the drought area of 1930, and in those coun-
ties in other States in which drought damage was most severe.

In other words, in the counties where the drought damage
was most severe the loans will be made. The position I took
before the committee, and the position which the com-
mittee unanimously took, was that it was not a question of
the severity of the drought in any particular county, but it
was the intention to direct and authorize the relief to be
awarded in all counties where there was suffering from the
drought. I read further:

These States—

Where it is not to go to all the counties—

include Maryland, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Missouri,
Oklahoma, Texas, Louis Misalsaippi Ala.ba.ma, Tennessee,
Montana, and Washington, together with smaller areas in the
States of North Carolina, Georgia, Michigan, Minnesota, North
Dakota, South Dakota, Wyoming, and Kansas, Definite announce-
ment as to the counties from which applications for loans will be
accepted will be made at an early date.

I might state that I have taken this up with the depart-
ment and they take the viewpoint that they have the right
to determine the counties in which the drought was suffi-
ciently severe to authorize the making of loans. They do
not take the position that they will designate these areas so
as to exclude only those counties where none suffered from
the drought, but that if there are those suffering from the
drought in certain counties in a State they have the right
to say that by reason of the fact that it was not so severe
in those counties as it was in other counties they will ex-
clude from the benefits all who live in such counties, irre-
spective of whether they were injured by the drought or not.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President——

» The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair).
Does the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from
Florida?

Mr. BLACK. I yield.

Mr. FLETCHER. What document is that from which the
Senator is reading, and when was it promulgated? Was it
promulgated after the resolution passed the Senate or
before?

Mr. BLACK. It is dated Washington, December 22, 1930.
The heading of if is:

United States Department of Agriculture. Loans for seed, fer-
tilizer, and feed. Administrative procedure for loans to farmers
in drought and storm stricken areas.

Loans to farmers under the authorization of Congress contained
in Senate Joint Resolution 211, approved December 20, 1930.

Mr. FLETCHER. Does the Senator think that the De-
partment of Agriculture can select certain States, under that
joint resolution, and exclude other States? I observe that
Florida is not mentioned at all.

Mr, BLACK. The Senator is correct.

Mr. FLETCHER. There are certain portions of Florida
which did suffer from the drought; not all the State suf-
fered, but some counties did, and I do not see why they
should be excluded. I asked the chairman of the committee,
when the joint resolution was here, whether it was the in-
tention to exclude any of the States, and he said, not at all.
I do not see how the Department of Agriculture has the
authority to eliminate States and say that, notwithstanding
there must be suffering in those States, they can not come
under this provision. I am for the Senator’s amendment.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?
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Mr. BLACK. I may state in reply—and then I will yield—
that I took exactly the same position before the Senate
Committee on Agriculture, and that committee agreed with
my viewpoint. We understood, from what Doctor Warbur-
ton stated before the committee, that he agreed with us.

But now the position is that certain counties as well as
certain States, or certain counties in various States, will be
denied the relief, not because they did not suffer from the
drought and hail, but because the department takes unto
itself the authority under the bill to determine whether it
was of sufficient severity to warrant relief. The situation
will be that in one county there will be a number of men who
suffered from the drought, while others will be immediately
over the county line. Relief will be denied to the latter
unless the department voluntarily changes the position
which it has assumed or unless the amendment which I
offered to the bill or one of the same type shall remain in it
and become a part of the law.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from
Alabama yield to the Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. BLACK. 1 yield.

Mr. BRATTON. I want to observe in connection with
what the Senator from Florida [Mr. FLercHER] has just said
that I recall distinctly hearing him propound his question
to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary] having charge
of the original measure. I paid particular attention to it
because some farmers in my State had advised me that they
desired to seek relief under the measure. Hearing the
answer of the Senator from Oregon, chairman of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, substantially as the
Senator from Florida has outlined, I did not press the mat-
ter. But later when the Secretary of Agriculture was before
the Senate Committee on Appropriations while the measure
making the actual appropriation was under consideration, I
asked him the direct question whether other areas than
those regarded by the department as being in the drought-
stricken region would be considered, My recollection is
quite distinct to the effect that his answer was that appli-
cations from any part of the country would be considered
by the department. I do not think I could be mistaken
about that.

Mr. BLACK. May I say to the Senator that he has accu-
rately outlined the viewpoint of the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry? He so stated in the
hearings; he so stated when I took my amendment to him;
and he joined me in asking that the amendment be included
so as to prevent the exact thing which I desire to prevent.
I believe the chairman of the Appropriations Committee
[Mr. Joxes] will bear me out.

Mr. JONES, Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from
Alabama yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. BLACK. Certainly.

Mr. JONES. I hesitate to interrupt the Senator here for
the purpose which I have in mind, because I thought I would
refer to it at a later time, but it seems to me it will be appro-
priate now as well as any time. I have here a copy of a
letter written by Mr., Warburton to Congressman Woob in
answer to his request for comment or statement with refer-
ence to this particular amendment. If the Senafor has no
objection, I would like to read that letter at this point.

Mr, BLACK. I shall be delighted. If the department
officials have changed their position, I shall be glad to know
it, because that is what I want.

Mr. JONES. The letter is addressed to Congressman
Woop, and reads as follows:

Replying to your request for statement as to the effect of the
amendment to Senate Joint Resolution 447, added by the Senate
on Monday as section 3, this amendment would prevent the De-
partment of Agriculture, in the administration of the fund pro-
vided for seed loans under Public Resolution 112, in limiting the
area in which loans would be made. In previous years it has been
our practice to confine our distribution of application blanks and
other forms and the making of loans to the States and counties
in which there was need for assistance on the part of farmers to
an extent which was beyond the ability of local agencles to give.

We have not considered applications for loans from individuals
in counties where conditions generally were favorable and where
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only a few, perhaps a dozen or less, individuals were in need of
financial help, feeling that ald could be extended to them from
local sources. We do not feel that our exclusion of counties from
consideration in previous years has resulted in serious hardship to
anyone.

If Senator Brack's amendment is retalned, the net result will be
to make the loans available to any farmer anywhere who can show
that his crops were damaged by drought or storms in 1930, even
though he may be the only individual in the county who is in
need of financial assistance from this cause. It would materially
increase the work of our field offices in handling loans by widening
the area of operations without increasing to any large extent the
number of loans which would be made. It would probably result
in the receipt of a considerable number of applications from
persons to whom we would not be justified in giving assistance,
either because their crop injury was not sufficlent to justify us in
making loans to them or because they could obtain funds from
local sources.

Very truly yours,
C. W, WARBURTON,
Secretary Federal Drought-Relief Committee,

I infer from the statements in this letter that they would
not refuse assistance to individuals in a county where a
considerable number were suffering. He says that they have
not granted relief in counties where a dozen or less were
involved. I tried to get Mr. Warburton over the telephone
this morning to ask him more definitely in regard to the
matter, but I was unable to do so because he was in con-
ference with